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Hey There. I hope things are going well. 

Mary finished all the calls for the surveys. Out of 55 surveys, the results are as follows: 


Wrong Poor No listing/Disconnect/ 

Number Handwriting No Phone # Provided Correct 


14(25%) 17(31%) 14 f2 5 %) 


10 (18%) 


As you can see. only 1 8% of all phone numbers were correct. Approx 56% of them 
provided the wrong phone number or had a number that could have been easily mistaken 
(poor handwriting). That’s a big percentage! 

So, again, it could be that the quality of the phono numbers skewed the results — not that the 
names generated were of poor quality. 

Yvette, Jeanne -- do you have any opinion about this? 


From: Rafferty, Sheiby on Wed, Sep 14, 1994 11:51 AM 
Subject: RE: 

To:Tolchinsky. Karen 20405868 1 5A 

Sounds good.... 


From: Tolchinsky, Karen on Wed, Sep 14, 1994 11:51 AM 
Subject: RE: 

To: Rafferty, Shelby 

Mary finished ail the calls. Here’s where we stand (of the pages with the comers folded 
over): 

Unpublished Diff # Listed Handwriting No Such Listing 
4 (25%) 6 (38%) 4 (25%) 

So, 1/4 of these numbers were incorrect. On a larger scale, that can have a large impact on 
research (eg: This can result in a high percentage of ’no such person’). Over 1/3 of them 
could have easily been mistaken (again resuiting in a high percentage of ’no such person’). 

It may not be that the names received were poor; it couLd just be that people weren’t 
providing correct phone numbers. I think it would be great if Rosemary could finish the list. 
I’ll ask Mary to do the same. 

Once we pool together the overall percentages, we could ask research for their point of view 
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Source: https://www.industrydocuments.ucsf.edu/docs/lfvy0004 
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